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REMARKS 

In this Reply, applicant has cancelled claims 2, 4, 6 and claims 8-16. The 
claims remaining in this application, claims 1, 3, 5 and 7 have been amended. In 
addition 8 new claims have been added. These are claims 17 - 24. Claims 17, 18, 
20, 21 and 22 are additional method claims replacing claims that have been 
cancelled and claim 19, 23 and 24 are system claims to assure adequate coverage 
for applicant's invention. It is believed that the claims as now presented are 
allowable. 

Claim 1 now clarifies that the plurality of signal receivers comprise four such 
units. It continues on to describe the fact that the location of three of these units is 
known. Also there is a transmitter at an unknown location. The Examiner has used 
Hirt and 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as the basis of rejecting all claims of this application. For 
Hirt to be effective under 102(e) Hirt must show applicants complete invention. It is 
respectfully submitted that Hirt does not in fact teach applicant's invention. Hirt was 
used to reject claim 1 in the second paragraph under 2 in the rejection. (Claim 9 has 
been cancelled and thus this part of the rejection is no longer relevant.) In claim 1 
applicant describes a set of manipulations to locate a signal receiver at a central 
processor. The signal receiver is at an unknown location. In this claim it is expressly 
ser forth that applicant uses 4 signal receivers to perform the required manipulations. 
In examining Hirt it is not clear that a signal receiver exists at an unknown location. 
The examiner points to 10 in Hirt, which is described as a transmitter. (See the first 
line of paragraph 0063 and the second line of paragraph 0067.) Applicant also has a 
transmitter at an unknown location. It transmits to the four signal receivers. Three of 
these are in known locations while the fourth is at an unknown location. Thus for Hirt 
to be relevant would require that his transmitter transmit to itself as a signal receiver if 
10 is also a signal receiver. This is very different than the devices and manipulations 
in the present application. 

Further, Hirt appears to use two transceivers to locate the estimated position 
of the transmitter 10, which is at an unknown location. (See for example paragraph 
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0032 fourth an d third lines from the bottom where there is described ... "to estimate 
the spatial location of the first signal source", or paragraph 0035 in the second and 
third from last lines where it is stated "enables the latter to provide an estimate of the 
spatial location of the first signal source...") One can only estimate the location as set 
forth in Hirt if only two coordinates are known and if the delay in receiving signals is 
the means of determining location. If the triangulation method is used with two 
known locations, one finds two possible locations. Applicant uses three known 
locations of signal receivers and the delays in the signals from the transmitter to 
locate at least one transmitter. Having determined the location of the transmitter, 
applicant uses units located at three known locations, at least, to locate the signal 
receiver at an unknown location. This is not an estimate of a location. This in fact is 
a specific location. Hirt has no similar sequence or set of manipulations and thus Hirt 
cannot anticipate applicant's invention. Claim 1 is allowable over this reference and 
this rejection. 

Hirt is not a sound basis to reject claim 3. Claim 3 has the limitations of claim 
1, which are not met by Hirt. In addition, Hirt cannot be read as teaching that 
transmitter 10 is a missing handset. If 10 represents a cellular phone, then it is not a 
transmitter as described. (See the first line of paragraph 0063 and the second line of 
paragraph 0067.) Further the other elements found in the manipulations of claim 1 
which are incorporated into claim 3 are not found in Hirt and thus claim 3 is not 
anticipated by Hirt and is therefore allowable. 

Hirt is next used to reject claim 5 as anticipated under 102(e). This claim is 
directed to a system and incorporates a plurality of transmitters at unknown locations. 
This immediately differs from Hirt since Hirt has only a single transmitter 10 at an 
unknown location. In addition applicant includes both a plurality of signal receivers at 
known locations and an additional signal receiver at an unknown location. These 
system components are not present in Hirt. Next the system described in claim 5 
includes determining the location of the signal transmitters using the data transmitted 
to the central signal processor and then thereafter the additional signal receiver. Hirt 
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does not have a system incorporating these elements and does not have a system 
that performs in this manner. Thus claim 5 is allowable over Hirt. Dependent claim 
7, which depends from claim 5 and includes all limitations in claim 5, is also 
allowable. It further includes additional specificity in describing components in the 
system of claim 5. 

The newly submitted claims like the claims maintained in this application 
include specific features as described in applicant* s specification to cause applicant's 
system to function with great accuracy. In newly submitted claim 17 there are 
included three cell sites. So too in claim 18, 19 and 20. Three are needed if one 
wants to determine with accuracy the location of the transmitter. The transmitter 
itself is believed to be distinct from the disclosure in Hirt. In this respect, applicant 
uses a power transmitter in the vicinity to provide the signals to enable 
measurements of delays and enable location of the transmitter or transmitters 
themselves. Having determined the location of the transmitter or transmitters, 
applicant uses 3 sites and delay measurement to find the missing signal receiver. 
The choice of using a power transmitter in this determination is realistic and 
recognizes that such transmitters exist and further in recognition that one or more of 
the three known sites which may be cellular sites could be out or reach of the signal 
transceiver or cellular phone that is being sought. Thus the power transmitters offer 
security and assurance that applicant's invention will operate. In addition if one using 
applicant's invention wishes to do so, if four known sites are used and can be the 
case, one is also able to determine location in the Z plane or at an elevated point. 
This for example could be useful if for example one received a 91 1 call from the 20 th 
floor of a building and the location of the caller was unknown. If applicant's invention 
were used, with three known sites and the delays in the signals known one could 
establish the exact location on the ground of such a call. Working with four known 
sites one could also establish the elevation of the caller at that location. 

Claim 19 is an apparatus claim that also includes three known sites as to 
enable determination of the location of at least one of the transmitters. It then uses 
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three known locations to determine the location of the signal receiver at the unknown 
location. 

Claim 20 is a method claim that enables selection of any unit at a known site 
to be used in the processes of finding the signal receiver at the unknown location. 

Finally claims 21-24 are claims that are dependent on claims 19 and 20 and 
thus include all distinguishing aspects of these claims. 

Applicant has made every effort to properly claim his invention in a way that is 
distinct from the art. Further applicant teaches certain steps that make for greater 
accuracy in finding signal receivers at unknown locations. Applicant has made a 
valuable contribution to this art. Applicant's invention is novel and his claims 
distinguish from the art. A Notice of Allowance is respectfully requested. 
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Respectfully submitted. 



Stanley Z. Cole 
Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 17,654 



